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Fiscal Estimate Narratives
DNR 2/10/2005

LRB Number 05-0616/1 Introduction Number AB-34 Estimate Type  Original
Subject

Prohibit landfilling of dredged materials containing PCBs

Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

Bill Summary: The bill eliminates the DNR's authority to enter into indemnification agreements with
municipalities that accept dredged materials from the Great Lakes and are contaminated with polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs). The bill also prohibits the operator of a solid waste disposal facility from accepting dredged
materials for disposal if the dredged materials contain PCBs.

This bill would impact the current dredging plan for the Fox River and any future dredging that may contain
contamination from PCBs, such as the Sheboygan River and Hayton Mill Pond projects.

Fiscal Impact: According to the original proposed remedial action plan for the Lower Fox and Green Bay,
(prepared by the DNR and USEPA in October, 2001), for each operative unit, a series of alternatives were
proposed. These alternatives include:

No Action

Monitored Natural Recovery

Dredge with off-site disposal

Dredge with a Confined Disposal Facility
Dredge and High Temperature Desorption
In Situ Capping

The range of costs associated with these alternatives for all of the operatiVe units is $36 million for the No
Action alternatives to $3.5 billion for the most expensive alternative as it would apply to each unit.

The current plan for the Fox River clean up calls for placing the contaminated sediment in landfills. According to
the original proposed remedial action plan for the Lower Fox and Green Bay, the cost for dredging with off-site
disposal was recorded for four of the five operative units as $268 million total. The amounts are broken down
below:

Operative Unit 1 - Little Lake Butte des Morts - $57.6 million
Operative Unit 2 - Appleton to Little Rapids - $9.9 million
Operative Unit 3 - Little Rapids to De Pere - $30.9 million
Operative Unit 4 - De Pere to Green Bay - $169.6 million

For Operative Unit 5 - all of Green Bay - the proposed alternative was to monitor the natural recovery of the
area at a cost of $39.6 million.

The proposed plan calls for a total of $307 million for all five units assuming four of the five units utilize
landfilling.

This bill would require the use of an alternative other than landfilling the contaminated sediment. The total fiscal
effect will depend on the chosen alternative at each operative unit. Since Operative Unit 5 does not call for
landfilling, it would not be impacted by the bill. The costs for alternatives related to Operative Units 1-4 will
range from $18 million for No Action to $1.1 billion for the most expensive alternative as it would apply to each
unit.

In the example of the Fox River clean up, the costs are being paid by the Department of Natural Resources, but
funded by revenue from the responsible parties. The effect of this bill will be to increase or decrease the
revenue amounts from the responsible parties, depending on the alternative chosen for each Operative Unit,
and thus increase or decrease expenditures from the Department. These costs cannot be determined until the
alternatives are chosen.



Long-Range Fiscal Implications

Increased but indeterminate costs for disposal of PCB-contaminated dredged material.
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